





Fe Uny m » 


7 


a 


it 
re VOL. III. GRAYMOOR, csssinomiont N. Y., DECEMBER, 1905, No. 12 
id ~—— + => 
in . 
os For Zion's ore will I not hold my Deine and for Jerusalem’s sake I will not rest 
1. until the Righteousness thereof go forth as brightness and the Salvation thereof as a 
s LAMP THAT BURNETH. /saiah, LN7/. 7. 
is, 
r THE- IMMACULATE CONCEPTION WE CANNOT DENY OUR ORDERS. 
ie Fair as the moon by night . er R ‘ 
F And brighter than the noon-day sun, rh Edit rs Mail Bog this: m nth haesignse 
if Sweet Mary stands alone much of vital interest to the cause of Corporate 
I In a flood of light. Re-union. We ask on the part of our readers a 
r From her creation, careful perusal, especially of the two letters 
y From life's first, earliest vibration, headed respectively: “The Question of Individ- 
0 From that first feeble palpitation : ” ¢ ps P 
: ual Submission” from a Clergyman of | the 
n Of a new life unseen, unknown, : oe scan : ; ‘ 
1, Except by God alone Church of England, and “The Question of An- 
d She bore no mark of the primal curse glican Orders” from the Roman Catholic “Earl 
1 No taint from any source, of Landaff.” 
No stain of sin The English “Presbyter” says: There are 
Wrought by herself, nor inbred and original, age | ic } j led 
Bteceed Git swest tedy, fair ond virninal, many of us % to will freely acknowledge that 
Or the pure soul within the so-called “reformation” was a curse rather 
In this beauty of her state than a blessing; and will assent to the propost- 
She stands, the glory of her race, tion, that if a Papal supremacy in) Mediaeval 
rome . . gnutatea , - 
Pure, holy, IBAOCENE, immaculate times had its disadvantages, a Tudor supremacy 
And “full of grace ee? } Ired a aS i We : 
la every qualitg of cout , has proved a hundred times worse. Ie are 
\ matchless, perfect whole; ready to acknowledge that we are TECUNICALLY 
In every line and feature at any rate) ina state of schism; that, therefore, 
4 A faultless, though a finite creature our Orders, THOUGH VALID, are — schismatical 
l. . In truth, ‘tis easy to beheve 


In this exemption of Christ's holy Mother 
From the birth-sin engendered by the other, 
The first and guilty Eve 
ry It was a gift that could be given 
As readily as when, at the font, 
The water falls on the infant's front 
And the pardon falls from heaven 
All powerful was God to render; 
Helpless, sweet Mary's soul to hinder. 
Hail, Mary; from thy orient 
As spotless as the snow 
And hail, the grace which did prevent 
And made thee so 















CLARENCE A. WALWORTH, Priest. 


That ts the very utmost which we can concede; 
and it ts a big concession 

But Rome says “you are not merely technically 
but morally, in a state of schism; your Orders 
and Sacraments are not merely wregular, but they 
are absolutely null and vord,” since the bull 

postolicae Curae” Rome can say no otherwise; 
and, so long as she says this, Re-union ts hope- 
less. “Individual submission’ means that we 
must repudiate our Orders and Sacraments; and 
those of us who are priests must repudiate their 
wn priestly character. Let us say at once “NON 
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POSSUMUS”; this is ABSOLUTE SACRILEGE. It fs 
just because we firmly believe in our priesthood, 
that—axhile Rome maintains her present attitude 
-—we must stay where we are. 


“Perhaps the most difficult and at the same 
time, the most necessary achievement in an te- 
tempt toward mutual understanding between 
those who have been for centuries estranged—is 
the acceptance by each of the unchangeable and 
unconvertable facts of the mind of the other. 

The Anglo-Roman party on our side has prac- 
tically accepted the principle enunciated by Mr. 
Spencer Jones in England and the Holy See that 
Rome is committed to certain vital doctrinal po- 
sitions and from the very necessity of her exist- 
ence cannot on these points change. 


SOONER OR LATER. 


How long it will take we know not, but sooner 
or later Rome will recognize that there are cer- 
tain life-and-death principles for which Anglo 
Catholics will be found contending stubbernly 
and with British tenacity to the very end, and 
foremost among these stands the Validity of 
Anglican Orders. It is just the compulsory re- 
jection and repudiation of them as a sine qua non 
of individual submission of Anglican Church- 
men to the Holy See that has checked the flow 
of converts to Rome, and dammed up the current 
until the accumulated waters shall have gained 
such power and momentum that they will sweep 
in the good Providence of Gor all non-infallible 
judgments to the contrary,as a shattered embank- 
ment, before them in their corporate advance to- 
ward the Centre of Unity. 

Without the bull “Apostclicae Curae” t6 com- 
pel the Pro-Roman wing of the Anglo-Catholic 
body to stand together and fight for the recogni- 
tion of our Orders, the position assumed in The 
Lamp would simpiy be untenable. Accepting as 
we do, the dogmatic faith of Rome, we could not 
justify our refusal to submit to the lawful juris- 
diction of the Sovereign Pontiff, if. as the case 
now stands, we were not compelled to deny 
the very operaticn within us of the Holy Ghost 
by reason of which we are what we are. Oncea 
Priest, each and every one of us, who has been 





truly ordained, is “a priest forever after the Or 

der of Melchisedec” and to be true to that char- 

acter is paramount to every other consideration 
NoT “A FORLORN HOPE.” 

Have we then arrived at a dead lock? Will 
Rome never change her sentence that “Anglican 
Orders are absolutely null and void,” and be 
cause she will never change, is then Corporat: 
Re-union shopjeless? The Roman Catholic Con 
troversalist says, the question of Anglican Orders 
has, so far as we are concerned, been definitely, 
finally and irrevocably set at rest by the authora 
tive utterances of the bull “ Apostolicae surae.” 

As a matter of discipline the question of An 
glican Orders for the guidance of the Roman 
Hierarchy has for the present been “definitely 
set at rest,” but to use the terms “final” and “ir 
revocable” in reference to the judgment of the 
Holy See as to Anglican Ordinations is to claim 
for the bull an infallibility which as-a matter of 
fact it does not possess. 

We know that in the Vatican itself infallibility 
is not claimed for the judgment on Anglican Or 
ders and a learned Jesuit professor in the United 
States awhile ago wrote us as follows: “This is 
not a matter of defined doctrine, but of human 
learning; for I agree with you that the definition 
on this subject is not ex-Cathedra.” 

It would be little short of suicide for the 
Roman Church officially to claim for the ordi 
nary, non-infallible judgments of the Holy See 
an absolute and irrevocable finality, for her enc 
mies would at ance set to work to discredit such 
a claim by reciting case after case in the past 
where Papal judgments have been rescinded, re 
called and even by subsequent action, confesse'! 
to have been erroneous. 

A CASE IN POINT. 

As germane to the present discussion the lat: 
Father Carson, himself a Roman Catholic, cites 
the case of the bull of Pope Eugenius IV * \\! 
Armenos“ as giving a judgment about the ess: 
tial matter of the Sacrament of Holy Orvlers 
which Roman theologians have since pulvers: 
and demonstrated to be untrue. The sam 


} 


thor says: /t is important to remember that the 
question has only been closed for the present 
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If Leo XIII could bid the commissioners at 
Rome to place on one side the decisions of former 
Popes, and consider the validity of Anglican O» 
ders de novo, there is nothing to prevent a future 
Pope, should fresh evidence come to light («as 
might conceivably happen 
adopting precisely similar measures and from 
disregarding the decision of 1890. 

Viewed: in the light of subsequent events, with 
the fuller knowledge we now have of its inside 
history, the bull of Pope Leo has no power t 
dampen the ardor and confidence of ultimate su. 
cess which animates the heart and soul of th 
Anglo-Roman party. On the contrary we recog 


to-morrow ) from 


nize in the action of the late Sovereign Pontitf 
the nearest approach to the recognition of Ang! 

can Orders the Successor of St. Peter has made 
since the consecration of Archbishop Parker. Vx 
ruling out of Court the Nag’s Head 
and its retinue of oft-refuted arguments Le 

XIII has narrowed the controversy down to the 
question of form and intention. That we hay 
acknowledged, that 


mvth 


a tactual succession is now 
we have also “the inward and spiritual grace 
of the Sacraments, Rome has yet to be convince: 

The late and very learned Thomas Kinkea‘, 
author of the famous series of Catechisms which 
bear his name, and Censor of the Archdiocese of 
New ¥ork, once said to us: “ Your. position 
would be logical, provided vou had valid Orders 
That we have valid Orders and that our position 
is logical we do not doubt. In the integrity of 
high souled purpose, actuated by the loftiest sent 
ments of duty, theroughly persuaded = of th 
truth of our Double Witness (i. e. the De Sure 
Divino Jurisdiction of the Holy See and the 
Validity of Anglican Orders) we have struc! 
the word hopeless from our vocabulary and sub 
stituted in its place, Hoc DEUS VUL1 

aces: Se i 
MULTUM IN PARVO 


Dr. I. N. W. Irvine, rector of St. John’ 
Church, Huntington, Pa., until deposed from the 
Priesthood by Bishop Talbot, was on Novy. 5, 
ordained a priest of the Holy Orthodox Greek 
Church at the Cathedral of St. Nicholas, New 


York City 
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In thus re-ordaining a deposed priest | 
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of the Episcopal Church in the teeth of an em- 
phatie protest, the \rchbishop Tikhon 
has given a staggering blow to the Pro-Russian 


movement among American Churehmen 


Russian 


of this un 
“ The 


question of comity between Churches in the re- 


Phe week betore in anticipation 


fortunate action the Lifrine Church said: 


habilitation of a dep sed priest by another branch 
of the Church Catholi 


beside the deed of sacrilege which would be in- 


sinks into insignificance 


velved in a re-ordination of one who is already 
a priest, the | | 


ugh depose 


\ll the hearty augur- 


etween the East and the 
\nglican portion of the West, 


ies Of Coming reunion 


which have been 


so pleasing to lovers of unity 


within the past few 
years, would be hopelessh 


rendered nugatory by 


such an act of aggression on the part of a Rus- 


sian Bishop.” In its editorial following the Rus- 
sian ordination the same paper again says: “* The 


Intrusion iS a grievous one. Until it ts disclaimed 
1 1 


by the Russian ecclesiastical authorities, it neces- 


sarily terminates the friendship that had sprung 


up between the two Churches 


‘Beware of the Greeks bearing gifts.” Had 


the Russian protestatior f friendship and lov- 
ng brotherhood t rds the Episcopal Church 
in the United States been absolutely sincere a 


vielation of ecclesiastical comity such as. this 





ntd have been bl \s a matter of fact 
the Orthodox Church of Russia is quite as lofty 
in her claims to be the only true Church as the 
Church of Rome (without the same historical and 
Scriptural grounds on which to base her assump- 
tions}, and Archbishop Tikhen’s action. in the 
present instance is net nsistent with the Or 
thodox dream of ut I est 

Many vears ago the Russian reply td overtures 
from the Anglican side towards intercommunion 
was: “ First be reconciled to vour own Patri- 


arch in the West. and ther me and talk to us.” 
Phe way .of Reunion for 
‘el 


Holy See direct 


It was sage advice 


with the 


Anglicans is first of a 
Petersburg 


and not via St 





aetgonr 


BBL ERT CPE I pn 








% UT OMNES UNUM SINT 





According to the Catholic Directory there are 
now over twelve million and a half Roman Cath- 
olics in the United States, fourteen thousand 
priests and four thousand clerical students. 


The Manchester Guardian says that “Arthur 
Ingram, Bishop of London, is the most popular 
preacher in the Church of England.” 


The Evangelists of the Summer Tent cam- 
paign in New York, making their report the other 
day, told how Tent No. 1 had been well filled 
every night with a congregation almost entirely 
of Italians and therefore “ from an evangelistic 
standpoint, non-Christians.”” Which was tanta- 
mount to saying these Italians are Roman Catho- 
lics and so “non-Christians.” The standpoint of 
a theology which classifies Roman Catholics as 
non-Christian is certainly very far removed from 
the standpoint occupied by the Founder of Chris- 
tianity, when He said to St. Peter: “ Thou art 
Peter and on this Rock I will build My Church 
and the gates of Hell shall not prevail against it.” 


While those bodies, which have the Historic 
Episcopate and call themselves Catholic, are hold- 
ing aloof from one another and in the main seem 
quite content to travel each their own road, treat- 
ing the others more like mutual enemies than 
brethren in CHRIST; the Protestant bodies at 
home and abroad are making alliances and form- 
ing great federations which as far as comity, 
mutual agreement, ministerial co-operation and 
intercommunion are concerned become every year 
more and more a reproach to those who profess 
the faith of the Blessed Apostles, but have not 
their unity. 


A notable illustration ‘of Protestant church 
unity was the so-called Inter-Church Conference 
on Federation held in New York City, November 
15-21, where as many as twenty-four denomina- 
tions were represented, embracing a_ total of 
eighteen million cOmmunicants. The latest illus- 
tration of the same thing in the foreign mission- 
ary field is reported from Korea. There we are 


told six Protestant denominations have federated 


into what they are pleased to call “ The Church 
of Christ in Korea.” Thus are we being provok 


ed to jealousy by the very sectarians, whose divis 


ions in times past have made Protestantism 
synonym for disunity. 


According to the report given out for publica 
tion by the Committee on Fabric of the Cathedral 
of St. John the Divine, New York City, thes 
have made a selection for “the Chapel of th 
British Rite” of some twenty-five notable figures 
to represent the successive stages of the his- 
tory of Christianity in Great Britain. On thi 
exterior of the chapel are to be five statues: in 
the centre, St. Columba, and below, St. George. 
St. Andrew, St. Patrick, and St. David, th 
national saints of England, Scotland, Ireland and 
Wales. 


On the pillars of the entrance to the chapel are 
to be twenty figures, each representing some im 
portant phase in the development of Anglican 
Christianity. Among the twenty the following 
are beyond criticism: Alban, Augustine, Aidan. 
Theodore, Bede, King Alfred, Anselm and Lang 
ton. But when we are next introduced to John 
MW'ycliffe as “the morning star of the Reforma 
tion,” it is like being douced suddenly with a 
bucket of ice water. One's Catholic sensibilities 
are so benumbed by the apparition of — this ill 
omened star that the advent almost immediately 
after of Thomas Cranmer as a candidate for 
beatification in the New York Cathedral awaken- 
but the feeblest protest, and we almost look for 
Henry the Eighth to follow in his wake. 


Matthew Varker, Richard Hooker, Jerem) 


| Taylor and Bishop Butler seem to our eyes to 


wear a luminous aureole about their heads afte: 
the apparitions of Wycliffe and Cranmer, but. 


alas, another painful surprise is in store for us 


The next stalwart figure to be elevated to th 
rank of Anglican saints is John Wesley. Now 
if the Methodists should ever build a Cathedra! 
in New York or London no one could reasonabl; 


| object to their erecting at its entrance a colossa! 


statue of John Wesley but do the authorities of 
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the representative Cathedral of the Anglican 
Church in America propose to put a premium on 
schism by erecting at the portals of the Chapel 
of the British Rite a monument to the Priest 
whose life work was the organization of the big- 
gest revolt against the Church of England since 
Christianity was first established in [ritain. 
That. John Wesley was a religious agitator equal 
to if not greater than Martin Luther, John Cal 
vin and John Knox we wont deny, but his statue 
no more belongs in a Cathedral which claims to 
be Catholic than Luther's deserves a places in a 
Catholic Cathedral in Germany, or Calvin in the 
foremost Catholic Church of Geneva 


One of the latest of the unprecedented acts 

of Pope Pius X has been the holding in the 
grounds of the Vatican of a convention of the 
athletic clubs of Italy to encourage Italian youth 
to give more time to out-of-door exercises anil 
the manly sports. Two thousand strapping young 
fellows, we are told, representing some fifty or 
sixty different clubs responded to the Pope's in 
vitation and contended for the various prizes His 
Holiness and the Cardinals offered them. But 
the crowning feature of the convention was the 
Pope’s address to them on Sunday morning after 
they had been to Mass. 
“Tam greatly consoled,” he said, “ to find my 
self among you boys and young men, for you 
represent the age of generous aspirations, and of 
brilliant, lusty and manly victories. Jesus Christ 
was wont to surround himself with the voung, 
in whom He found His delight, and | too, His 
Vicar, looking upon you feel that | must tell you 
that I love you—that T love you greatly, that | 
want to be to you not only a father, but a brother 
and a friend; and as your friend I fully approve 
of your pastimes, your gymnastics and bicycling, 
your running and walking races, your mountain 
climbing, swimming and target shooting. I ad 
mire and bless all these noble games of yours.” 

With such a Successor in the Chair of Peter 
how all, who love our Lord in sincerity, ought to 
unite themselves in faith and hope and love * to 
restore all things in Christ.” 
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JOHN HENRY NEWMAN, CARDINAL. 


XI. 





The Oxford Mobement. 


BY SPENCER JONES, M. A 


. 


Pk CAROLINE DIVINES 


It has to be remembered that non-jurors were 
not appealed to as ultimate authorities, but rather 
as “the continuation and heirs of the traditions” 
of the Caroline divines who had preceded them. 
It will be interesting then to see how far the 
Tractarian position was supported by the Lau- 
dian School. 

Sancroft, the deprived Archbishop, and the 
recognized leader of the Non-jurors, spent his 
days of retirement in preparing the-papers — of 
Archbishop Laud for the press; 
writes Mr. Hutton, 


* evidently,” 
‘with an anxious desire to 
vindicate the memory of his great predecessor,” 
and at the same time “to show his kinship, re 


| ligious and political, with him.” 


Here then, we find the leader of the Non-jur 
ors (Saneroft, Archbishop of Canterbury 1678- 
1690) looking back and looking up to Laud, the 
acknowledged leader of the Caroline divines; 
himself also Archbishop of Canterbury (1633 
1O4S »: so that the lives of the two leaders over 
lapped. And while Saneroft felt’ so strongly 
about his own protest as to consider the great 
body of the Church in England, from which he 
had separated, to be in’ schism, because — it 
would not follow in his steps, Laud’s principles, 
wrongly, were confused 
“on the seaffold 
“was to clear his Majesty and the 


whether rightly, or 
with Popery ; and “his great care 
writes Hevlin, 
Church of England from any inclination to 
Popery.” If then, we take a full sweep of the 
entire period since the Reformation (1559-1905) 
we shall discern two distinct revivals on Cath- 
olic lines; the revival of 1833, and that to which 
it expressly looked back, two hundred years ear 
lier, in 1633; the vear when “the ecclesiastical 
policy of Laud was pressed on the — reluctant 


‘country.”” In either case the avowed aim is— 
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the. revtonstitution of the Church in England on es, and were ready to concede to Rome ‘a supre- 
lines which shall be as certainly Catholic as macy, purely spiritual’, for ‘there was no other 
they certainly are not Roman. method of ending controversies than by having 

In the former case Laud appears to have con- recourse to some centre of ecclesiastical unity.’ ” 
vinced himself, without, however, convincing Vanzani, on his part, reported this interview to 
his country; while, in the latter, it may truly be his superiors at Rome and was directed by then 
} said Newman did not succeed in convincing to convey to the Bishop their satisfaction, and 
' either. also to “gain further information from th 
bishops.” 

f : ; : Panzani was also directed to say that the Pope T 
’ Here again, as in the case of _ the Oxford “would make no unreasonable demands but con 
F Movement, we have to bear in mind what 1s tent himself with the essentials of his primacy, 
known as the silent life of history, and the inner ” semenedl to te jure 
folds of every great enterprise; and we shall dizino.”” And without attempting to determine 
find that “Rome” was by no means away ITOM the precise attitude of Laud’s mind, I will simply 
the minds even of our most distinguished ec- ate the fact, as recorded, by Montague in sub 
sequent interviews that “Archbishop Laud was 
entirely of his own mind in the matter, but 
thought caution necessary, and that only three 
bishops, Durham, Salisbury and Exeter were de 
cidedly opposed to the scheme.” 

Thus we are confronted by two facts which 
seem at first to contradict each other in regard to 
Laud: on the one hand he not only kept men 
from going over to Rome, but in some instances 
he brought Roman Catholics over to us; while, 
on the other hand he must have made strong ad- 
missions in private to Montague which looked 
in an altogether opposite, direction~ The expla 
nation, I fancy, is this: apart from the distinc 
tion already alluded to between individual and 


THE CAROLINE BISHOVS AND THE HOLY SEE. 


and such privileges as were 


clesiastics in the seventeenth century, although. 
j the political pressure of the movement often 
4 kept it, in the background; and Laud may well 
> have pleaded, as men are tempted, from expe- 
diency, to plead sometimes now, that it would 
upset his plans if any suspicion were to arise of 
tendencies towards Rome. 

Then, as now, men discerned the distinction be- 
tween individual submission and corporate reun- 
ion; and the Archbishop himself may have been 
of this mind. Certainly it cannot be affirmed of 
Laud that he lent any open or hearty support to 
the private negotiations that were going forward | 
between the two Churches at this time, never 
theless these negotiations were a fact, and td 
ignore or neglect them would be at once to mis- 
understand and to misrepresent the Caroline di 
vines. 

Richard Montague, who was formally accused 
of Popery at the time of his election to a bish- 


corporate movements, the circumstances of the 
movement were peculiar; the wife of Charles |, 
we have to remember, was an ardent Roman 
Catholic, whose zeal too often outran her dis 
cretion, and who “ insisted on parading her con 
verts at a Christmas eve service, when her 
chapel was kept open and brilliantly illuminate:! vv 
in order to outdo the private chapel at the Span 
ish ambassadors” ; individual conversions in con 
sequence of the Queen’s influence, and part) 
owing to the apparently hopeless divisions withi: 
the Church of England at the time; and Charle- 
himself, devotedly attached as he was to his wif 
and therefore unwilling to bring into active oper 
ations the penal statutes against members of he: « 
Church was nevertheless confronted by a Puri 
tan opposition that was gathering force every 


opric, nine several articles being presented 
against him, succeeded to the diocese of Chiches- 


PEL ENN TA NII i! I Ee 


ter in 1628, that is, only some twenty years after 
Elizabeth's death; and if to desire reunion with 
Rome and to pray and even to work for such 
reunion,—if this be opery, then the accusation 
was certainly true enough; for he assured Pan- 
zani, the Oratorian who represented Rome, that 
“both the Archbishops, with the Bishop of Lon- 
don (Juxon), and several others of the Episco- 
pate, and a great number of the learned inferior 
clergy, were favorable to an union of the church- 
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day; and when to this is added the further fact 
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that Englishmen at that time were compelled by | 
law to conform to the services of the English 


Church, even to the extent of making their com- 


munion at her al.ars, it is easy to appreciate the | 


delicacy of Laud’s position, and to understand 


how he might say to Montague: “I sympathize | 


with you in your ultimate aims, but the time is not 
yet ripe, and-you must proceed with the utmost 
caution; meantime this flaunting of individual 
conversion is keeping the whole movement back.” 
But it is important not merely to notice but 
also to dwell upon a phenomenon of such ex 
traordinary significance: here we find Montague, 
an English bishop in the beginning of the 17th 
century, declaring to the Tapal 
“Archbishop Laud was entirely of his own 


envoy that 


mind” in desiring reunion with Rome and a rec- 
ognition of her spiritual supremacy ; 
regards the other bishops on the 
three were decidedly against the scheme. 

We commend this historical fact to the con 
sideration of those who are disposed to say hard 
things of ourselves to-day. 


and that as 
bench — enly 


SANCTA CLARA 


Some further words may also here be added | 
in reference to the famous Oxford Convert and | 


Franciscan who werked so hard in those times 


in this sacred cause, and who was so deeply re 
spected throughout England. We read cf him 
that he was “ frequently in communication with 
Archbishop Laud, Bishop Montague, Dr. Cosin 
Laud 
pr ba 


and others of the same school, though 
himself was evidently rather shy of him 
bly on prudential grounds.” 

The individual submission of Lady Falkland 
which created a deep impression at the time may 
serve perhaps to illustrate the ecclesiastical condi 
tions of that period. After having been much 
under the influence of Cosin she was received 
into the Roman Church by Lord Ormonde’s chap 
lain, the immediate cause of her change being the 
extracrdinary uncertainty displayed by Cosin on 
her asking him to receive her confession 

He bad done bis utmost to keep her back, but 
while he went off into the country to consider the 


question of her confession she took her own 
course. 

This, and it would be possible to multiply il- 
lustrations in this period, is important and sig- 
nificant, as showing that in the case of the two 
great Catholic revivals in this country, since the 
Reformation—the Laudian revival in 1633. and 
the Oxford revival in 1833—there was, in each 
instance, a running accompaniment of what may 
be termed Roman aspirations throughout; how- 
ever soft the music may have sometimes been. 

In both instances the Nation and the Church 
were at once on the alert, and up in arms on ac- 
count of Roman tendencies; and history shows, 
in both instances, that such fears—if indeed it 
be a subject for fear—were not without justifi- 
caticn. A genuine Roman germ is to be found 
in each enterprise. 
boast and 
badge it was to abjure private judgment and to 
back to 
such an ultimate authority could not stop short at 


The Oxford leaders, whose very 
go by authority, in feeling their way 


the Non-jurors or at the Caroline divines who 
immediately preceded them; nor could they pre- 
tend to recognize in the sysiem of the seven- 
teenth century leaders a Catholicity what was cer- 
tainly and safely Catholic, without any leanings 
in the direction.of Rome. But the point that 
I have been pressing is that the Roman school 
in declaring that they look to the Holy See and 
are even prepared to acknowledge a spiritual su- 
premacy in that See, are in no sense disloyal to 
the Ecclesia Anglicana either of pre or post Ref- 
ormation times; on the contrary they are only 
saying plainly to-day what.the Caroline bishops 
and other divines were disposed to say in the 
seventeenth century 

In the first number of the new vear (tgo6) I 
shall hope to begin an analysis of the Tractarian 
position in order to show how far it carries us in 
the direction of the Apostolic See and of the re- 
inion of the Church of the West 

an 

The Subscription Price of Tur Lamp is §9 
cents a vear. To Enetish subserihers 2s. td, 
Address all communications to Ture Taser, Gar- 
rison-on-Hudsen, N.Y. English and American 


postage stamps accepted for greater convenence 
of subscribers. 
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THE REFORMATION PERIOD. 


Vi. 


Last month we quoted one of our English di- 
vines as declaring, in his lecture at Oxford, that 
even if Henry had not cast off his wite Kath- 
erine, after twenty years of married life, and 
united himself to Ann Boleyn, still the Reforma- 
tion would have come about. We confess to 
some feelings of suspicion when distinguished 
teachers provide themselves with a city of ref- 
uge in the shape of a possible might have been, 
whither they can escape from the actual incon- 
venience of vulgar fact. 

In any case it is hard enough to prophesy the 
future, without manufacturing the tougher and 
more hopeless task of prophesying backwards— 
what might have been, had not something else 
have been! Language like this does not sound 
hopeful for that brief life which is here our por- 
tion. It is safer in any case to begin with fact: 
and the fact is by the year 1528 Henry had fall- 
en into dissipation; business had become to him 
what school boys call bother; his three male chil- 
dren had all died leaving him with no hope of 
a male heir to the throne, save by the repudia- 
tion of Katherine and a union of some kind with 
another; and Ann Boleyn had shown _ herself 
more than ready to meet his advances and to 
fill up the gap. 

All of this may have been natural on Henry's 
part, but it is absurd to call it supernatural, it 
savoured of this present world, was of the earth 
earthy, and was not even distantly connected 
with the cause of religion. There was plenty of 
passion in it and plenty of politics, and Henry 
went about, as others have done before, and 
since, in search of a right motive for doing a 
wrong thing. He was anxious about the suc- 
cession; he was enamored of Ann Boleyn; he 
was tired of Katherine. And when the latter was 
first informed of his designs Henry and Wolsey 
found themselves with a difficult part to play. 

The Spanish ambassador had written to Kath- 
erine’s nephew, the Emperor Charles to an- 
nounce to him the project, as early as the May of 








1527; the Queen had herself been privately in 
formed of it at about the same point of time; 


f and on June 22nd of that year Henry himself 


told her of “his scruples of conscience, and the 
proposed inquiry into the marriage.” 


A DOUBT ABOUT MARY. 

Katherine was deeply affected and burst into 
tears; and Henry tried to pacify her by declar 
ing that his one only aim in this inquiry was “to 
remove the doubt as to Mary’s legitimacy ex 
pressed by the Bishop of Tarbes.” 

The Bishop of Tarbes, we shall remember, 
had come to England in the Spring of this year 
(1527) to negotiate a marriage between Mary 
and the French King or ane of his sons; and 
it is strange that there should be no trace what 
ever in the French records of the Bishop ever 
having expressed his doubt. Indeed it is more 
than strange: for is it to be supposed that he 
could have broached so serious a question as the 
legitimacy of one who was likely to be the wife 
of his own Monarch and yet that no note should 
have been made of it. Moreover the Bishop 
signed the marriage treaty in April 20th, 1527. 
without any word of misgiving; and in urging 
the case at Rome, and we have already seen what 
pressure they put on the Pope, neither Henry 
nor Wolsey made any mention of the supposed 
doubt, although it would have helped their case 
to do so. 

Wolsey’s own account of the matter was that 
on July 5, 1527, “it was devised with you (the 
king) at York Place.” 

KATHERINE, 

The attitude towards Katherine at this time 
and henceforth was painful in the extreme. 
While Wolsey was going through the farce of 
examining Henry, whom he had summoned to 
appear before him in his Legatine Court, and 
requiring him to answer to the charge of “liv- 
ing unlawfully in the marriage state with his 
brother's: widow,” Katherine was kept in ignor- 
ance of all that was going forward with onl) 
the vague and unhappy suspicion that had been 
privately conveyed to her; and Wolsey's advice 
to Henry meantime has an _ uncomfortable 
sound: “I think convenient tyl it wer knowen 
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what shuld succede of the Pope, and to what 
point the French King might be brought. Your 
Grace shuld handle her both 
doulcely.” 
Poor Katherine! is to be treated doulcely by 
a dissipated dissembling tyrant like Henry VIII. 
abaiestcachibiecibaininion 


A SUGGESTED PARALLEL. 


(gently) and 


[Among American Catholic periodicals few, if any, 
can equal The Dolphin, published in Philadelphia, for 
enlightened scholarship and elegance of composition. 
From the deparment of Studies and Conferences in the 
October number we submit to our readers the follow- 
ing extract, calling your attention the whilé to the par- 
allel so obvious on the surface between the case of the 
Uniates in Russia and that increasing body of Anglo 
Catholics in the Anglican Church, who while desiring 
re-union with the Holy See are deeply imbued with 
the national spirit and fondly cling to the liturgical use 
of their English tongue. To emphasize this parallel 
we have italicised the passages where English nught 
readily be substituted for Epiror or ‘Tui 
Lamp.] 

Whilst the civilized world is thinking about 
Russia in these days, and hearing of freedom 
coming for her Church, many perhaps have re 
called Cardinal Newman's reflections on ptous 
populations in that country, materially im schism, 
as we believe, but going to Mass, frequenting the 


Russian 


Sacraments, living as Catholics! and guiltless so 
far. Hopes have risen that if — the 
Church is less bound to the state, if it becomes 
less of an establishment, it will, with spiritual in- 
stinct set at liberty, turn to the Roman See, and 
the Pontifex Maximus, not Emperor, but Bish- 
op. But Catholics must make an effort to keep 
in mind the un-Catholic Nationalism of the Fast 
ern European Churches. It is Byzantine, it is 
Jewish, anything you like, we say, anything but 
Christian, and Apostolic as emtightened by the 
Spirit of God. But there it is—and that brings 
up the second point lately commented on in our 
Russian Church news. It is said: we are going 
to have liberty in Russia—liberty then, for 
Catholics. Yes; but only if they become Roman 
Catholics, if they use the Latin rite. The Uniates 
the users of the Slavonic rite—no liberty for 
them. And we know Russia in the last century 
forced millions of these Uniates, these Catholics, 
to separate from Rome, and to submit to the 


Russian 
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Slavonic Church, and so use their rite in Schism. 
They wished for union with Rome: but they 
atshed for their own more ceremonial ancient 
liturgy. They have kept it at the expense of sep- 
aration from Rome,and the most of them have 
accepted the inevitable loss. 

However, even for who would come 
hack to the Catholic fold, Russia now offers but 
one means, abandonment of their rite—that is 
for them abandonment of what marks their race, 
their traditions, all their corporate existence 
It is as we know, the Popes—notably two of the 
XIV and Leo XIII— 
who again and again insisted that the Latin 
Catholic Priests were not to suggest that it was 
only by becoming Latins that Easterns could be- 
come Catholics. Our missionaries who felt other- 


those 


most clearned, Benedict 


wise were on the side of the Czars. 
WHAT A POPE SAYS ABOUT CORPOR- 
ATE RETURN TO THE HOLY SEE, 


In looking through an old file of the lve Maria 


a friend of Corporate Re-union has brought ‘to 


light seme very interesting correspondence of 
Pope Clement XIV., when Cardinal Ganganelli, 
with a private gentleman, who presumably was 
the letter 


is dated 


a member of the Anglican Chureli, 


from which the following is taken 
Rome, 31 January, 1751: 

“The reproaches which you are continually 
making against the Roman Church, my dear sir, 
on the celibacy prescribed to the priest, and to 
the cup which is withheld from the faithful in 
partaking of the holy mysteries, fall of them 
reflect that and the 
priesthood are united among the Greek Catholics ; 
faithful 


selves, when we marriage 


and thev also give the Communion in 
both kinds 

* Return to the Church in good faith; and the 
Pope who governs at present will not reject you 
from its bosom because vou have ministers who 
are married and because vou desire the use of 
the cup. His prudence will find a modification 
which will grant you all that 
without sacrificing principles and morals, but 
only changing the discipline, which has at -all 
times varied. 


can be granted 





















iso 


“ Cardinal Quirini, whose zeal for your return 


consumes him, will be your mediator, with the 
Holy Father. In returning to the Pope, you will 
return to him who was formerly your chief; for 
it is you withdrawn. The abuses 
which prevailed at that time—because it is neces- 
sary, as Jesus Christ has said, that there be 
scandals and heresies—can not justify your an- 
cestors in revolting and separating themselves 
from the Church. They had no other method 
but that of remonstrating; and if they had 
stopped there, without mixing either bitterness, 
gall or a spirit of rebellion, they would surely 
have obtained some reform. To heal certain 
tumors of the body, we neither think of mutilat- 


who have 


ing nor destroying it. 
* * ok *” * 

“T would give the last drop of my blood, my 
dear sir, to see you all reunited to us again. I 
am certain that you have broken the chain which 
bound you to the centre of unity, and that you 
are isolated beings without compass, guide or 
chief. 

“God makes you feel it in the most terrible 
manner in giving you up to I don’t know how 
many errors, which form almost as many dif- 
ferent sects as there are individuals; and that 
circumstance proves that since there is no longer 
an authority to unite them, they follow their own 
judgments and are led astray by prejudice. 

“Do not imagine that I mean to insult your 
situation. Everything confirms my impression 
that you have good intentions. But that will not 
justify you before God, who requires a strict 
examination upen so essential a matter; and the 
more so as no one is more capable of judging 
than you are yourself.” 


SUPPORT THE CAUSE. 
The Enterprise of Corporate Re-union not 
only has its Literary Organ, it also has its Mis- 
sionary Scciety—The Union That Nething Be 
Lost. Contributions to support and extend our 
Propaganda at home and abroad can be sent in 
care of Tne Lamp or direct to the Treasurer of 
the U. N. B. L., Mr. E. W.~Gregory, 273 Broad- 
way, New York City. 
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THE EASTERN CHURCH 


HOLY SEE. 


AND THE 


It is encouraging to hear at length of a party 
in the Eastern Church that are looking once 
Its members will 
no doubt be interested more particularly in Dom 
Chapman’s Seventh Chapter (Bishop Gore and 
the Catholic Claims—Longmans, Green & Co., 
New York; price 6d), in which he produces and 
explains two crucial instances to show how thx 
Easterns treated the Popes in early times; th: 
condemnation of Nestorious, Bishop of Constan 
tinople, at the Council of Ephesus, A. D. 431; 
and the deposition of Dioscorus at the Council of 
Chalcedon, A. D. 451. 

We prefer to leave our readers with Dom 
Chapman alone, especially as his book. is pub 
lished at the phenomenally cheap price of six 
pence. Meantime we are tempted, not in any 
disagreeable spirit, to ask our brethren of the 
Ikastern Church Asscciation what 
have said to Philip, one of the Pope's legates at 
Ephesus, for undermining the fundamental dis- 
tincticn of the Society by making out the Pope 
of that day (431) to be something more than a 
mere Patriarch. Here are the legate’s words: 

“Tt is doubtful to no cne, nay—it is known to 
all ages.” So he begins, but what, we wonder, 
What is it that 


more towards the Holy See. 


they would 


is it that is “ known to all ages?” 
“no one doubts ?” 

“ That holy and blessed Peter, the prince and 
head of the Apostles, the pillar of the faith, ani 
the foundation of the Catholic Church, received 
from our Lord Jesus Christ, the Saviour of the 
human race, the keys of the Kingdom, and that 
to him was given the power of loasing and bind- 
ing sins, who up to this time and always lives 
in his successors and gives judgment. His suc- 
cessor, therefore, and representative, our hols 
and most Elessed Pope, Bishop Celestine, has sent 
us to this synod to supply his place, ete., ete.” 

The above words ferm the introduction 
Philip's speech. Do they er do they not make 
out the Pope to be Vatriarch merely? The 
primacy de jure dizino is proclaimed here in so 
many words at a Ccuncil of Eastern Bishops 
and their silence manifestly declares their con- 
sent. 
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EDITOR'S MAIL BAG 





THE QUESTION OF INDIVIDUAL SUBMISSION 
To THE Epitor or THe Lampe 


The article signed “ Philadelphia’ must have cheered 
those members of the Society of St. Thomas of 
Canterbury who may have been tempted to think that 
the whole matter would, sooner or later, resolve itself 
into the question of individual submission—rather than, 
as we fondly hope, be gradually paving the way for 
Corporate Reunion with the great Western Church 

Perhaps it may not be unhelpful if I, 2s a priest 
of nearly 30 years standing, venture a few remarks on 
the question, as it strikes myself and some of my 
brother clergy who are like minded. We are told that 
“Rome cannot formally change”; if that is really so 
then all thoughts of reunion on honourable terms is 
absolutely useless; and individual submission is the 
only possible course. There are many of us who will 
freely acknowledge that the so-called “ reformation” 
was a curse rather than a blessing; and will assent to 


the proposition that, if a Papal supremacy in mediaeval 
times had its disadvantages, a ‘ludor supremacy has 
proved a hundred times worse 
knowledge that we are technically (at any rate) in a 
state of schism; that, therefore, our Orders though 
valid, are schismatical. That is the very utmost which 
we can concede; and it is a big concession! 


We are ready to ac 


But Rome says “ you are not merely technically, but 
morally in a state of schism; your Orders and Sacra- 
ments are not merely irregular, but they are absolutely 
null and void.” Since the bull “Apostolicae Curae, 
Rome can say no otherwise, and as long as she says this 
reunion is hopeless 

“Individual submission” means that we must repudi- 
ate our Orders and Sacraments, and those of us who are 
priests must repudiate_their own priestly character 
Let us say, at once, “non possumus”; this is absolate 
sacrilege. It is just because we firmly believe im our 
priesthood, that while Rome maintains her present at 
titude we must stay where we are. We inherit the 
Tithes granted by our Catholic forefathers from Sax 
on times; therefore we must teach the Catholic Faith, 
and practice Catholic Ceremonial, unless (or until) 
we are forcibly prevented. But if only reunion did not 
(as it does) involve a sacrilegious betrayal (which is 
perilously near the sin against the Holy Ghost), then 
there are hundreds of Anglican priests who would cor- 
dially welcome reunion—or at any rate, full and free 
inter-communion 

It must not be forgotten that there are certain things 
in the Roman system that we could never whole-heart 
edly yield to; for example: (1) the denial of the cup 
to the laity which is a daring mutilation of the Sacra- 
ment; (2) the undue proportion of devotions to our 
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Lady in the public service During Mass, too often 
they are saying their own devotions, instead of join- 
ing in the Divine Liturgy; and, even during the Sur- 
sum Corda and Preface they are generally in a sitting 
posture not “kneeling upon their knees” till the 
Sanctus—which strikes an ordinary Anglican as shock 
ingly irreverent Then, with regard to devotions ex 
ternal to the Mass, I have been told over and over again 
by Roman priests, that those beautiful devotions, still 
to be found in the Garden of the Soul and other prayer- 
books—the “Jesus Psalter,” and the “Universal Prayer” 
—which, 50 years ago, were so commonly used—are 
seldom or never heard now; people care for nothing 
but the Rosary! Surely we should miss our bright 
Anglican Choral Eucharists, our hearty congregational 
Evensongs! If there is to be reunion, why cannot Rome 
have the wisdom to let us keep our characteristic fea- 
tures—-on the sole condition of our acknowledging the 
Supremacy of the Bishop of Rome ? 


PRESBYTER 


THE QUESTION OF ANGLICAN ORDERS 
‘To tHe Eoitor or Tue Laue 


Sir:—As a Catholic who deeply sympathizes with 


“your aspirations and yearnings for unity with the Di 


vine Church, may I venture to say that the question 
of Anglican Orders has, so far as we are concerned, 
been detinitely, finally and irrevocably set at rest by the 
authoritative utterances of the Bull Apostolicae Curae 
From our point of view your Orders caunot be regard- 
ed in the same light as those of the Catholic clergy, 
nor even as being on the same level with the Orders 
of the Greek, Russian, Coptic, Nestorian, Jansenist, 
Alt-Catholic, and other schismatical bodies. ‘The care 
less administration of Baptism, which prevailed during 
the Puritan epoch, the fact that certain converts from 
Puritanism who entered Anglican Orders and became 
Prelates, were probably never baptized at all, and were 
accused by their own brethren, some of them, of be- 
ing unbaptized, though they held ordinations in’ their 
respective dioceses, would alone suffice to render Angli- 
I allude to such in- 
Archbishops ‘Tillotson and 
Secker, and Bishop Butler of “ Analogy” fame, all of 
whom were ex-nonconformists who had embraced An 


can Orders in our eyes doubtful 
stances as those of the 


ghicanism 

These and other examples were published some years 
ago by the great advocate of Corporate Re-union, the 
Rev. F. G. Lee, Anglican Viear of All Saints’, Lam- 
beth, in a pamphlet entitled “ The Neglect of Baptism,” 
still obtainable at T. Paker’s, 1 Soho Square, London, 


England. Cathohe theologians have examined the or- 


dinals composed by Cranmer in the reign of Edward 
VI, and used exclusively in Anglican ordinations, be 
tween the years 1552 and 1662, and they have arrived at 


the conclusion that, from the hturgical and Roman 
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Catholic point of view, those ordinals lack what theolo- | 
gians deem essential to a valid ordination. Anglicans, 
én the other hand, take a different view of the whole 
matter. They consider the question of possibly un- 
baptized Archbishops and Bishops unimportant, and de- 
cide that the Edwardine Ordinals sufficed to convey the 
Apostolic Succession, consequently concluding that An 
glican Orders are valid notwithstandine the Roman 
Catholic rejection of them. Evidently the principles 
on which we mutually base our opinions are not the 
same, and we cannot, therefore, ever expect to come 
to any agreement upon this question. What Anglicans 
should now do if they wish to convince us of error, 
is to explain: (1) What they consider sufficient, in 
the case of an ordinal, to convey (a) the Diaconate, 
(b) the Priesthood, (c) the Episcopate, or in other 
words what they deem to be the essentials sine qua non | 
for which valid ordination in each of the three major 
Orders; (2) the theological reasons and principles upon 
which their opinion is based; (3) the effects of Bap- | 
tism, and of uncertain, or lack of, baptism in the case 
of a person admitted to Anglican Orders 


There is every disposition on the part of Catholics 
and of the Holy See to do all that is possible to facili 
tate the reunion of the Anglican body with the Cath 
olic Church. If that body wishes to be regarded as 
possessing what Roman Catholics mean by — valid 
Orders, it must produce its credentials and be in a 
position to prove to our theologians that it does indeed 
possess a true Apostolical Succession. The late Rev 
Dr. F. G. Lee, Rey. T. W. Mossman, Rector of Torring- 
ton and Rev. George Nugee regarded their own orders 
as open to doubt, and in order to facilitate the work 
of Corporate Reunion they submitted to be condition- 
ally baptized and then ordained sub-deacons, deacons 
and Priests, and finally to be consecrated Bishops by 
certain Dutch Jansenist and Oriental Schismatic Bish- 
ops. This was done with a view to the conferring of 
undoubted Orders by these three clergymen, upon the | 
whole body of Anglican clergy, in the hope that by | 
this means the Holy See would be able to admit the 
Anglican Church to be, or to have become, a (schis- 
matical) denomination possessed of valid orders, and 
occupying a similar position to that of the Russo-Greek 
communion. The dream of these three zealous clergy- | 
men was, however, never realized. Their project was | 
frowned upon by their co-religionists, and two of them | 
died within the Fold of the Holy Roman Catholic | 
Church, Nugee alone dying an Anglican. Had these 
good men sucteeded in accomplishing their project, | 
there is no doubt that the scheme of Corporate Re- | 
union would have been nearer realization than it is 


now. 
I am, sir, 
Your obedient servant, 
LANDAFF. 
Chelsfield, England, Sept. 10, 1905. 
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GREATER DEVOTION TO THE BLESSED VIRGIN. 
Eprtor Tue Lamp: 

Dear Sir—I have to thank you for the sample copy of 
Tue Lame and also your post card of 4th Sep. 

I find myself fully in accord with the views of THe 
Lamp and shall feel obliged if you will send it to me 
regularly, for which I enclose money order for it. 

I am particularly struck with your comment on Dr 
Wirgman'’s remarks on “ The Relations of the Church 
Militant With the Blessed Virgin.” 

The apathy and indifference to Our Lady and the 
hazy notions of our relations to her, even amongst 
(Anglo) Catholics, is deplorable. 

It is to my mind one of the last strongholds of Pro- 
testantism and the present generation of Catholics 
should certainly storm it. 

If we would cultivate these ‘relations’ aright it must 
surely be by the way of those ancient and beautiful de 
votions—the Angelus and the Rosary. 

The former has already made some headway if not 
very much but the Rosary is still practically unknown 
and frowned upon by the great mass of Anglo-Catho 
lies. 

Without knowing what ‘The Lamp’ may have done 
in this direction in the past may I venture to express 
the hope that it will endeavor to break down—possibly 
by explanatory and devotional articles—the prejudice 
that exists against this beautiful devotion, suitable as 
it is to all conditions and for all capacities, and whose 
ramifications in the Spiritual Realm are boundless 

Yours faithfully, 
HERBERT E. W. HEWLETT 
170 Fenchurch St., London, E. C., Oct. 14. 1905. 
sca eeladlatiacaiaiehane 


DECEMBER 


1. <All Souls of the Franciscan Order. 

3. Ist Sunday in Advent. St. Francis Xavier, C. 
4. St. Barbara, V. 

7. Vigil. St. Ambrose, B. C. 

8. IMMACULATE Conception, B. V. M. 
10. 2nd Sunday in Advent. 
13. St. Lucy. V. M. 
15. Oct: Immaculate Conception, B. V. M. 
10. O Sapientia. 
17. O Adonai. 
18. O Radix Jesse—Expectation, B. V. M. 
19. O Clavis David. 
O Oriens—Ember Day. 
21. O Rex Gentium—S. Thomas, Ap. 
22. O Emmanuel—Ember Day. 
23. O Virgo -Virginum—Ember Day—Vigil. 


24. 4th Sunday in Advent. 
25 CHRISTMAS Day. 
26. St. Stephen, Proto Martyr. 


2 St. John, Ev. 


28. Holy Innocents. 
29. St. Thomas 4 Becket Archb. M. 
31. Sunday in Octave. St. Silvester, P. C. 
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THE PSALMODIC UNION 





(Der Psalmenbund) 


In arecent number of the Revue Catholique des /gli- 
ses, there appeared a complete list of all the Associa 
tions of Prayer for Unity actually in existence. From 
this long list of associations, every one of them devoted 
to the cause of Unity, but seeking its furtherance from 
different standpoints and by various means, ans 
methods; we gather the following information concern 
ing the “ Psalmenbund” (Psalmodic Union), the onty 
association for Unity, as yet founded in Germany, w'th 
the exception of one closely allied to it: The “ Gebets 
verein fur die Wiedervereinigung der yetrennten Chres 
ten,” (Association of Prayer for the Reunion of Sepa 
rated Christians) and its monthly organ, published un 
der the name of “ Friedensblatter” (Leaves of Peace) 
Its name of “Psalmodic Union” leads us to expect this 
association of prayer for the Unity of all Christendon 
to cultivate a special devotion to the prayerful use of the 
Psalms; that ancient heritage claimed in common by al! 
Christian denominations. In addition to a short inve 
cation to the Holy Ghost for Unity (in the words of av 
ancient collect) and an ‘ Our Father,” the members of 
the “ Psalmodic Union” are pledged to the daily r: 
cital of a psalm indicated by a calendar which is issued 
for their use at the beginning of the vear 

It was in the year 1861 that Mgr. Ketteler, Bishop of 
Mayence, had first enunciated the idea of an Universal 
Association of Prayer for the Reunion of Christendom 
in his remarkable work entitled, Fresher, Autoritat und 
Kirche, (Liberty, Authority and Church). In it he 
says: “ Above all things we should rejoice if a consul 
tation could be brought about by men belonging to the 
most widely different Christian denominations as to 
the foundation of an Universal Association « 
amongst all those who still adhere to belief in Christ, 


f prayer 


as the only Begotten Son of God. It seems to us that 
the universal prayer: ‘Ut omnes unum sint. could not 
be left unfulfilled by God.” The eminent Bishop's wish 
was realized to a certain extent in the following year 
by the act of a distinguished woman-—then a Lutheran-- 
who, however, had never been animated by the slightest 
feeling of hostility to the Catholie Church Unaware of 
Bishop Ketteler’s noteworthy utterance, but deeply 
moved by our Lord's own tatereessions for Unity re 

corded in the pages of the Gospel Frau Julie vou 
Massow, laid the foundation of the “ Psalmodic Union” 
on October 27, 1862, in accordance with our Lord’s de 

sire for Unity and as a means of furthering its realiza 

tion. The Association at first limited to the members 
of one single household, speedily grew and extended 
and in the year 1887 celebrated its 25th anniversary. () 
this occasion the foundress, having gone over to the 
Church of Rome in 1885, in an audience granted by the 
Holy Father, obtained Leo XIIL.’s blessing on her work 
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for Unity. Special indulgences were afterwards ac- 
corded to the Roman Catholic members of the Psalino 
dic Union and the Sister-Association founded in 1878, 
under the name “ Association of Prayer for the Re-wn 
ion of all Separated Christians.” These are the only 
associations for Reunion of &ll the Churches which 
have thus obtained the Holy Father's sanction and ap 
proval, Signed) B 
eo 
THE BLESSED VIRGIN AND ALL Titk COM 
PANY OF HEAVEN 

\iready we have given brief mention of Canon A 
Theodore Wirgman’s new hook bearmg the above title 
nm THE LAMP. But limited as our space is and 
with so much that is valuable pressing for a place m 
muir columns, we yet feel that so important a work from 
the pen of so distinguished a Churchman demands the 
extended review which we propose to give it 

he title page reads as follows: “The Blessed Virgin 
ind all the Company of Heaven. Some Words for 
Peace by A. Theodore Wirgman, D. D, D.C. L, late 
foundation scholar of St- Mary Magdalene College 
Cambridge, Canon of Grahamstown,.and Vice Provost 


|of St. Mary's Collegiate Church, Port) Elizabeth, S 


\frica. Author of The Prayer Book with Historical 
Notes and Scriptural Proofs; The Enghsh Reformation 
and the Book of Common Prayer; The English Church 
and People in S. Africa; The Doctrine of Confirmation ; 
The Constitutional Authornty of Bishops from the 
Apostolic Age to the Couneil of Chalcedon, ete, with 
a preface by the Rev. W. J) Knox Little, M. A. Canon 
f Worcester Cathedral, and Vicar of Hoar Cross 
Publishers: A. Ro Mowbray & Co, Ltd, Oxford.” 


CANON KNOX LITTLE SS PREFACE 


Says Canon Knox Little in his preface 

“Every devout Catholic Christian must sincerely wel 
ome all attempts to draw the Anghean Communion 
and the rest of the Catholic Church, and, above all 
the rest of the Western Church, more closely together 
Such an attempt is made in this work. The writer's 
name is a sufficient guarantee for a sound and wide 
theological knowledge and a truly religious, as distin- 
guished) from a controversial, temper . At 
the present time it appears to be of the highest im 
portance that devout persons ameng us should have a 
more clear view of the position of our Blessed Lady m 
the scheme of Redemption The great hherty of our 
times, both in Church and State, often degenerates into 
leense: a neo-Protestantism, thinly vetled by some 
Catholic phraseology, submits everything-—the most 
sacred—to individual private judgment, regardless of 


the duty of endeavoring to ascertain the mind of the 
Catholic Church. The fundamental doctrine of the In 
carnation ts handled in this way with dangerous free 
dom, and the results in’ many minds are disastrous 
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Two thoughts above all help to maintain a true faith 
as to this mighty mystery in the soul of a Christian, viz. : 
a right belief in the Real Presence in the Blessed 


; ied i } 
Sacrament, and, a right belief in the position of Blessed | 


Mary, Mother of GOD. It is this latter doctrine which 


the writer of the following work endeavors to make | 


clear. Hence its value. 


THE AUTHOR'S PREFATORY NOTE 


It is a truism that one ought always to read the pre- 
face to a book before reading the book itself and this is 
particularly so of the work now under review. 
wise one would be in danger of missing the very pur 
pose of the author in writing it. 

The learned Canon calls 
and it seems to us thoroughly deserving of the name 


We hardly think anyone will be found to say of it what . 
Cardinal Newman said of Dr. Pusey’s Eirenicon, that | 
it was “an olive branch aischarged from a catapult.” | 


Referring to the many who “are ready to make con- 
cessions in order to unite with the various Protestant 
sects,” he says: “The reception,.both in England and 


America of the project knowa as ‘The Lambeth Quad- | 
retention of | 
‘The Historic Episcopate’ is .an insuperable bar to those | 


rilateral’ has not been encouraging. Its 


Protestant bodies, whose history begins with Luther 
and Calvin, and whose fundamental conception of the 


Christian Ministry involves the denial of the ‘Sacerdo- | 
tium, and, as its consequence, the denial of the Apos- | 


tolic Episcopacy. 


“On the other hand the Church of England and its | 


daughter Churches, which together compose the An- 
glican Communion, hold the faith of the Ecumenical 
Councils as expressed in-the Creeds, which the Pro- 
testant bodies do not co nomine accept. It would be 


strange indeed if Anglicans did not seek reunion with | 
the Holy See, and with the historic Christianity of the | 


East, with the same readiness to examine »oints of dif 


ference which have grown up during the last three | 
hundred years, and the same candor, with which ap- | 


proaches have been made to the Protestant sects. Any 
other attitude would traverse the spirit of our Blessed 
LORD'S prayer, ut omnes unum sint. It is in 


with one great cause of our unhappy division 


If all Catholics throughout the world could agree upon 
the relations of the Church Militant with the Blessed | 


Virgin and the Saints a great stumbling block in the 
pathway of Corporate Reunion would be definitely re- 
moved. I desire to submit all that I have written to 
the judgment of the Catholic Church, and I pray that 
it may be permitted, however humbly, to serve the 
cause of peace through the truth.” 


(To be Continued.) 





Other- 


his work an “ Eirenicon,” | 


this | 
spirit that I have written the following pages dealing | 


LIBRARY NOTES 


Canon Meyrick has recently been publishing his 
reminiscences, which are interesting as extending over 
a long course of time and introducing us to many illus- 
trious personages. 


As might be expected, however, he is not without his 
prejudices; more particularly in regard to Cardinal 
Newman; but fortunately he not only lays down prin 
ciples, but also goes on to illustrate them. 

Here is one complete, but misleading, proposition, 
for example: “Keen as was his intellect, Newman 
was never guided by his reason, but always by his 
emotions.” 


Now, it is remarkable that few men have spoken 
more deliberately, and more clearly than Cardinal New 
man upon the subject, and upon the proper function of 
reason; few have adopted a more determined attitude 
in regard to it, and few have explained more carefull 
what that attitude was 


Canon Meyrick’s illustration will itself sufficiently 
illustrate what has been said. “We know,” he writes 
of Newman, “that in his heart he regarded the doctrine 
of the Pope's Infallibility (as) the work of an ‘insolent 
and aggressive faction’; nervertheless, as soon as it 
was declared, he accepted it not with what we under 
stand by belief, but with assent.” 


What are the facts?) It was in the Vatican Counci! 
1870, that the dogma of the Pope's Infallibility was de- 
fined, and Canon Meyrick’s insinuation is that Newman 
had never believed in the Papal Infallibility up to that 
time, that he accepted it then not because he believed 
it in his own heart, but because he was then expected to 
helieve it. 

Let us see how this insinuation fares when we bring 
it to book. 1839 (31 years before the Definition), in 
reference to this year he said (in 1864) : 

“Not that. in connection with the history of St. Leo 

; the idea of his infallibility did not cross my 
mind, for it did.” 

Thus, the idea of the Pope’s Infallibity did in fact 
cross Newman's mind in 1839, and he announced this 
fact to the world in 1864, six years before it was defined 


1852 (18 years before the Council): “Deeply do | 
feel, ever will I protest, for J can appeal to the ample 
testimony of history to bear me out, that in questions 
of right and wrong, there is nothing really strong in 
the whole world, nothing decisive and operative, but 
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the voice of him to whom have been committed the 
keys of the Kingdom and the oversight of Christ's 
flock.” 

Observe, in the above passage, Newman says that 
there is “ample testimony of history” to confirm what 
he says; and what he does say is that the voice of 
the Pope is the one decisive and operative thing in the 
whole world. But he goes on to explain 

“That voice is now, as ever it has been, a real 
authority, tufallible when it teaches . . . ever 
taking the lead wisely and distinctly in its own province 
a ee ”" (Discourses on University Education in 
Dublin, 1852) 


Further on again, he says: “Before it (that voice) 
speaks the most saintly may mistake, and after it has 
spoken, the most gifted must obey.” 

In 1845 (25 years before the Council) in his essay on 
Development (p. co, edit. 1878), he wrote 

“By the Church of England a hollow uniformity 


preferred to an infallible chair. 


In 1851 Newman was lecturing in Birmingham an 
“The Present Position of Catholics in England,” and 
in allusion to a certain memoir of Pope Pius VIL, he 
said: 

“Here, too, is vividly brought out before you what 
we mean by Papal Infallibility, or rather what we d 
not mean by it: You see how the Pope was open to 
any mistake, as others may be, in his own person, true 
as it is, that whenever he spoke ex Cathedra on sub 
jects of revealed truth he spoke as its divinely-ordained 
expounder.” 


lo say, then, that Newman did not believe fully and 
distinctly in Papal Infallibility before the Definition 
of 1870, is to say what is untrue. Again and again, a 
we have shown—and we could add to the illustration 
he committed himself to strong and precise statements 
years before the Vatican Council had even been dream 
ed of 


> What, then, did he mean by “the msolent and ag 
gressive faction”? He meant, not the Jesuits as such 
but various people collected from various parts and 
various societies who united on this one point of urging 
on a definition of what Newman and_ thousands of 
others already believed. Newman thought it was in 
opportune at that point of time to define, and that the 
advanced Anglican school and others who seemed to be 
drawing nearer to his communion would be frightened 
and driven back by a dogma which they would be sure 
to misunderstand. 

Unfortunately, Canon Meyrick blunders a second 
time, and blunders badly. 
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“So with the dogma of the Immaculate Conception: 
he accepted it when declared Here the 
same insinuation is again made, viz.: that Newman up 
to the time of the definition had never believed in the 
Immaculate Corception, | that when it was defined 
he, 1f we may be allowed the expression, swallowed it 


” 


whole. This is not true the Immaculate Conception 
was defined im 1854; and it was five years before this, 
mv yg, that Newman wrote Her conception, then, 
was immaculate, im order that she might surpass all 
saints im the date as well as the fulness of her sanetifi- 
cation.” (Discourses to \iixed Congregations, p. 372; 
published on the Feast of St. Charles, 149) 

It is prejudice, a judgment formed apart from evi 
dence, that betrays honorable men into grave errors of 
statement such as this 

It is doubtful if any conversion in the history of 
Christianity was more deliberate, or more severely test 
ed by reason at every several stay than that of Car 
dinal Newman 
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piece of Della Robbia’s famous statue made from th 
death mask of the Saint's face 


Two editions, 
shillings, net 


$1.00, net; 4 shillings, net; soc. net; 


A NEW HYMNAL 
We should like 
especially the clergy, to the New Office 
published in England, by Mr. W. Knott, 
Holborn, London. Of it Pax says: 
hook with all the Liturgical Hymns as well as Devo 
tional and Mission Hymns, will 
It is divided into four parts 
of Introits, Graduals 


find this most 
The first part 
In the 


useful 


and Sequences. secone 


part we have Office Hymns for the Seasons and Saints’ 


Days, both nroper and common. In this section 
a translation of the 
the second the hymn /ste 
hymn for the Common of the B. 


V. M., Ave 
Stella.” 


The third part of the book consists of Devotional 


Hymns for the Seasons, and Saints’ Days; 
fourth part of Litanies. The Devotional part is spec- 
ially rich in beautiful hymns to the Blessed Sacrament 
and to Our Lady. Another unusual feature is many 
hymns for the Minor Saints’ Days such as St. Benedict, 

Alban, ete. We recommend the book very warmly 
to those whe desire a Hymn Book calculated to assist 
in making Catholic worship what it should be 


It can 
be had words with music and words alone 


a 


CURRENT CLIPPINGS 


“The system under which we at present live fosters 
dishonesty and lying. It prompts of 
countless kinds. It is answerable for the cheap imita- 
tions which, eventually, in) many thrust the 
genuine article out of the market. It leads to the use 
of short weights and false measures It imtroduces 
bribery, which vitiates most trading relations, fron 
those of the manufacturer and buyer down to those of 
the shopkeeper and servant 


adulterations 


cases, 


It encourages deception 
to such an extent that an assistant who cannot tell a 
falsehood with a good face is blamed; and often it 
gives the conscientious trader the choice between adopt- 
ing the malpractices of his competitors or greatly injur- 
ing his creditors by bankruptcy. Moreover the exten- 
sive frauds, common throughout the commercial world, 
and daily exposed in law courts and newspapers, are 
largely due to the pressure under which competition 
places the higher industrial classes; and are otherwise 
due to that lavish expenditure which, as implying suc- 
cess in the commercial struggle, brings dishonor. 
With these minor evils must be joined the major one, 
that the distribution achieved by the system gives to 





The volurfie is beauti- 
fully printed as is everything from the Dolphin Press. 


to call the attention of our readers, 
Hymn Book, 
26 Brooke St. 
“Those desiring a 


consists 


are 
three hymns rarely found in other hynnals—the first 


Matin hymn for Corpus Christi; 
Confessor, and the third the 
Maris 


and the 
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e | those who regulate and superintend a share of the total 
produce which bears too large a ration to the share it 
gives to the actual workers.”—Herbert Spencer. 

2 
ASSISTING AT MASS. 

The method which appears to me to be the most 
proper, and the most conformable to the spirit of the 
Church, for assisting at the Holy Sacrifice of the Mass, 
is to unite our sentiments with those of the priest. This 
sacrifice should be offered for the four principel duties 
which we owe to God, and which are at the 
the four ends for which Jesus Christ 
{ | this august sacrifice, by the hands of the priest, to his 
Eternal Father. The first duty is to praise and adore 
the infinite Majesty of God; the second to satisfy His 
justice for all our sins; the third, to thank him for all 
the bénefits which he has bestowed upon us; and, the 
fourth to expose our wants to Him, as to the author and 
principal of all graces."—Blessed Leonard of Port 
Maurice. 


same time 
Himself offers 


THE NAME OF MARY. 


In the Syrian Aramaic, the language most prevalent 
in Palestine during the time of Christ, Mary has the 
meaning of Mistress. lf Christ be our “Master, most 
assuredly then, His Holy Mother must be our Mistress 
The angel Gabriel said to her “the Lord is with thee.” 
If the Lord be with her, what woman is mightier, and 
deserves the name Mistress more?” 

Jerome translated the Name of Mary from the 
Hebrew as meaning A Torch. 
from Scripture applies here: “And God made two great 
lights: a greater light to rule the day: and a lesser 
light to rule the night: (Gen. 1. 16) 





-How well the verse 


: and the stars.” 
The greater light being Jesus, the star of the day, 
which drives away the night of sin. The smaller light, 
Mary, the torch of the night, to which the sinner, en- 
veloped in darkness, can look up to, “Maria, Refugium 
Peccatorium.” The stars are the saints in Heaven; 
in that firmament of splendor Mary shines as Queen 
of all Angels and Saints. 

In the ancient Egyptian, Mirjam meant bitterness. 
The sister of Moses—a type of the Blessed Virgin was 
called by that name, as she was born in the most sor- 
rowful times of Israel. But when Pharaoh and his char- 
iots were swallowed up by the returning sea, the peo- 
ple called her Maria, the Star of the Sea. 

Mary, the Mother of God, was indeed at first a Mir- 
jam, she was born when the clamor for a Redeemer 
was loudest among the nations.’ The bitterness of her 
lot was most evident under the Cross, when she could 
exclaim with the prophet Jeremiah: “Great as the sea 
is my sorrow.” (Jer. 2, 13). But from the red sea of 
the Precious Blood of Christ came to us Redemption 
and to Mary joy and exaltation. No wonder the Holy 
Ave Maris stella. 





Catholic Church loves to greet her: 
Hail! Star of the Sea—Selected. 
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